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every two years. One said that it ought to include every-
thing; another said that it would be good "if it was only
laid on the right things."
181.   If all nations had free trade, no one of them would
have any special gain from it, just as, if all men were honest,
honesty would have no commercial value.   Some say that
a man cannot afford to be honest unless everybody is hon-
est.   The truth is that, if there was one honest man among
a lot of cheats, his character and reputation would reach
their maximum value.   So the nation which has free trade
when the others do not have it gains the most by compari-
son with them.   It gains while they impoverish themselves.
If all had free trade all would be better off, but then no one
would profit from it more than others.   If this were not
true, if the man who first sees the truth and first acts wisely
did not get a special premium for it, the whole moral order
of the universe would have to be altered, for no reform or
improvement could be tried until unanimous consent was
obtained.   If a man or a nation does right, the rewards of
doing right are obtained.   They are not as great as could
be obtained if all did right, but they are greater than those
enjoy who still do wrong.
(N) THAT TRADE is WAR, so THAT FREE TRADE METHODS
ARE UNFIT FOR IT, AND THAT PROTECTIVE TAXES ARE
SUITED-TO IT*
182.   It is evidently meant by this that trade involves a
struggle or contest of competition.   It might, however, as
well be said that practicing law is war, because it is con-
tentious; or that practicing medicine is war, because doc-
tors are jealous rivals of each other.   The protectionists do,
however, always seem to think of trade as commercial war.
One of them was reported to have said in a speech, in the
late campaign, that nations would not fight any more with